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The Appeal Brief filed on 09 January 2004 is defective for failure to comply with one or more provisions of 37 CFR 
1.192(c). See MPEP§ 1206. 

To avoid dismissal of the appeal, applicant must file IN TRIPLICATE a complete new brief in compliance with 37 CFR 
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and line number and to the drawing, if any, by reference characters (37 CFR 1 . 1 92(c)(5)). 
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6. □ A single ground of rejection has been applied to two or more claims in this application, and 
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Continuation of 9. Other (including any explanation in support of the above items): 1) The status of amendments is incorrect as only 
amendments after final need be identified in this section. In the present case, there are no such amendments; therefore, nothing should be 
identified. 



2) The issues presented are incorrect as there should only be two issues in the case. Issue #1 and #3 are correct as they identify the 
rejections present. Issues #2 and #4 are merely arguments relating to Issues #1 and #3 and are just a more specific restatement of such 
and thus are not separate issues at hand, just restatements of previously identified issues. 



3) The grouping of the claims is also incorrect as there are multiple claims shared among the groups. The grouping should match the 
issues presented and thus reflect the grouping of the rejections with each claim belonging to one group. There should be two groups 
wherein Group 1 would include claims 2-4, 6-14, 16-20, 22-30, 32-38 and 40-48 and Group 2 would include claims 5, 15, 21, 31 and 39. If 
so desired by the Applicant, claims within the group can then be recited to not stand or fall together. If the Applicant desires to make this 
recitation, each of these claims must be argued as separately patentable in the argument section. 
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